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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Please note that the examiner has changed. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 07/28/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Ebata discloses a wired system and that Kotzin discloses a 
wireless system and therefore aren't reasonable to combine. The examiner disagrees 
and notes that typically wireless networks and wired networks can provide the same 
functionally. 

Applicant further argues that Ebata's system does not include voice call 
functionality. The examiner notes that nowhere in the claim language is a voice call 
mentioned. The examiner further notes that Kotzin discloses a wireless telephone. 

Applicant alleges that the previously applied Prior Art fails to teach the limitations 
that are currently amended to the claims regarding "wherein the mobile terminal is 
adapted to put a higher priority on the signal from the remote communication equipment 
than any other call that is a public call except calls from the watching system." Kotzin in 
view of Ebata et al. is viewed to meet this limitation. Specifically Kotzin discloses the 
mobile terminal is a cellular phone with multiple communication channels (Kotzin, 
column 1 lines 14-24 and column 2 line 54 - column 3 line 19). Further Ebata et al. 
disclose the 'emergency transfer service' is given priority over other communications 
(Ebata et al. column 10 lines 21-24). Combined this would mean the 'emergency 
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transfer service' would receive priority over other communications including any other 
communications capable of being received by the cellular phone that do not originate 
within the watching system, such as regular phone calls. In this case the "other 
communications" is considered to be the "any other call that is a public call" of the claim 
language. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 6-14, 16-18, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kotzin (US Patent 6,836,663) in view of Ebata et al. (US Patent 
6,292,098). 

5. With regard to claim 6 Kotzin discloses a watching system comprising: 

a mobile terminal (wireless communications device 100, FIG. 1) capable of a first 
wireless communication on a public call (network interface 104, FIG. 1) and a second 
wireless communication on an internal call (short-range wireless interface 102, FIG. 1); 

a remote communication equipment capable of transmitting data in a signal to 
the mobile terminal through one of the first and second wireless communications 
(column 3 lines 19-67, FIG. 2). 
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Kotzin fails to disclose a watching camera that takes pictures of a field to output 
image data and wherein the mobile terminal is adapted to put a higher priority on the 
signal from the remote communication equipment than any other call. 

Ebata et al. disclose a watching camera (cameras 40, FIG. 1) that takes pictures 
of a field to output image data (column 9 lines 31-53) and wherein the mobile terminal is 
adapted to put a higher priority on the signal from the remote communication equipment 
than any other call that is a public call except calls from the watching system (column 10 
lines 21-31, emergency transfer service is given priority over any other communication). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the system of Kotzin to include the camera and transfer priority of 
Ebata et al. in order to provide the ability to transfer high quality images in the case of 
an emergency to those monitoring the image data (column 10 lines 21-31, Ebata et al.). 

6. With regard to claim 7 Kotzin discloses the watching system according to claim 6, 
further comprising a controller that makes a first try with the second wireless 
communication and a second try with the first wireless communication if the first try 
results in failure (column 3 lines 19-67). 

7. With regard to claim 8 Kotzin discloses the watching system according to claim 7, 
wherein the controller is located in the mobile terminal (column 3 lines 24-40) [the 
system first checks if the data is available locally, if not it sends out a request for the 
data from an outside source]. 

8. With regard to claim 9 Kotzin discloses the watching system according to claim 7, 
wherein the controller is located in the remote communication equipment (column 3 
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lines 36-60) [the proximal device determines if the data is available over the short-range 
wireless, if not is retrieves the data from the network interface]. 

9. With regard to claim 10 Kotzin discloses the watching system according to claim 
6, wherein the second wireless communication is on a wireless local area network 
(column 3 lines 7-10). 

10. With regard to claim 1 1 Kotzin discloses the watching system according to claim 
6, but fails to disclose wherein the mobile terminal is capable of transmitting a command 
to the remote communication equipment through one of the first and second wireless 
communications. 

Ebata et al. disclose wherein the viewing terminal (operation unit 20 and display 
14, FIG. 1) is capable of transmitting a command to the remote communication 
equipment through one of the first and second wireless communications (column 6 lines 
19-32). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the system of Kotzin to include the remote control functions of Ebata et 
al. in order to provide a method to remotely control the surveillance system (column 6 
lines 19-32, Ebata et al.), while the terminal of units 20 and 14 is not referenced as a 
mobile terminal it would not be impossible to implement the same features in a mobile 
terminal such as used by Kotzin. 

11. All limitations of claim 1 2 are addressed in the rejection of claim 6. Claim 1 2 is 
therefore likewise rejected. 
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12. All limitations of claim 13 are addressed in the rejection of claim 7. Claim 13 is 
therefore likewise rejected. 

13. All limitations of claim 14 are addressed in the rejection of claim 10, Claim 14 is 
therefore likewise rejected. 

14. With regard to claim 16 Kotzin discloses the watching system according to claim 
12, wherein the remote communication equipment is adapted to transmit the data of the 
watching camera (column 3 lines 19-67). 

15. With regard to claim 17 Kotzin discloses the watching system according to claim 
1 2, wherein the mobile terminal has a monitor device (display 1 1 0, FIG 1 ) which 
displays the signal from the remote communication equipment (column 2 lines 26-30). 

16. With regard to claim 18 Ebata et al. disclose the watching system according to 
claim 17, wherein the signal from the remote communication equipment is the image 
data of the watching camera (column 1 0 lines 21-31 ). 

1 7. All limitations of claim 20 are addressed in the rejection of claim 1 1 . Claim 20 is 
therefore likewise rejected. 

18. With regard to claim 21 Kotzin discloses the watching system according to claim 
12, wherein the mobile terminal is a mobile phone (column 1 lines 15-16). 

19. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kotzin 
(US Patent 6,836,663) in view of Ebata et al. (US Patent 6,292,098) as applied to claim 
12 above, and further in view of DaGraca et al. (US Patent 6,646,676). 
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20. Kotzin and Ebata et al. disclose the watching system according to claim 12, but 
fail to disclose wherein the remote communication equipment includes a detector that 
detects a predetermined condition on the image data to generate the signal to be 
transmitted to the mobile terminal. 

DaGraca et al. disclose wherein the remote communication equipment includes a 
detector that detects a predetermined condition on the image data to generate the 
signal to be transmitted to the mobile terminal (security event, column 5 lines 16-23 and 
column 6 lines 27-46). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the system of Kotzin and Ebata et al. to include the detector taught by 
DaGraca et al. in order to ensure emergency personnel are contacted whenever a 
security event occurs (column 5 lines 16-23, DaGraca et al.). 

Conclusion 

21 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

22. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to NICHOLAS G. GILES whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2824. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
7:30am to 4:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Ometz can be reached on (571 ) 272-7593. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/David L. Ometz/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2622 
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